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Governor Jose Chacon, Marques de la
Peftuela: An Andalusian Nobleman on
the New Mexico Frontier
EDWARD K. FLAGLER

Jose Chacon Medina y Salazar, Marques de la Penuela, was governor
of New Mexico from 1707 to 1712. This was a decisive five-year period
for New Spain's .northernmost province. Although considerable research has been published on other important figures of the Spanish
colonial period, Chacon has hitherto received passing mention at most.
Hopefully, a study of this member of Andalusian nobility and his
administration will contribute to a better understanding of these important years in early eighteenth-century New Mexico.
Under the old Hapsburg dynasty the Spanish Crown had drawn
upon the members of the nobility to fill administrative positions in the
colonies. Frequently these men made reasonably good administrators
and their sense of class pride and loyalty to their king made them
particularly conscientious and anxious to fulfill their duties well. Many
came from the impoverished lower or "hidalgo" class of nobility. In
Spain, family landholdings frequently did not provide sufficient income, and as a mercantile career was considered to be below their
social category, their only possibility for advancement lay in overseas
Edward K. Flagler is director of the American Studies Program at the Instituto de
Estudios Norteamericanos, Barcelona, Spain, where he teaches Spanish borderlands,
United States history, and Native American studies. He earned his doctorate in modem
history at the University of Barcelona.
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service or the clergy. This situation continued under the Bourbon monarchs after 1700.
Nevertheless, a distant frontier province like New Mexico could
hardly have seemed very attractive. Although several men like acting
governor Francisco Cuervo y Valdes were of hildago lineage and belonged to the Order of Santiago, it is interesting to note that Chacon
was the only person to possess a title of nobility prior to being named
governor of New Mexico. We must except Diego de Vargas as he was
granted the title of Marques de la Nava Brazinas after his first term of
office had ended; indeed, he might never have obtained it except for
his valuable service to the Crown during the reconquest. At any rate,
Chacon is the only hereditary marquis to have served as governor of
New Mexico.
The royal decree by which Chacon was appointed governor makes
no mention of why he was chosen for the position. In view of the
situation on the northern frontier and the need to restore a stable
administration in the province after the death of Vargas in 1704, however, it is quite possible that his social position was a consideration
taken into account. After all, Vargas had been named marquis in recognition for his services in the reconquest. It would have been logical
to replace him with another marquis with the hope that his social status
would serve to impress the colonists and members of the presidial
garrison. Also, family background and service to the Crown by a person's ancestors were always important factors taken into consideration
when making royal appointments. In this regard Chacon certainly had
much in his favor.
Chacon was born in Seville, Spain, probably either in January or
February 1668 for, although no birth certificate was issued, records
show that he was baptized in the parish church of San Juan de la Palma
in Seville on March 4, 1668. 1 According to the genealogy of the Chacon
family included in the classic work Diccionario Heraldica y Geneol6gica
Hispanoamericana by Alberto and Arturo Carraffa, Jose Chacon Medina
y Salazar was the second child of Almirante Gonzalo Chacon Trevino
and dona Francisca de Medina y Salazar. 2 Since the mother of Gonzalo
Chacon was Teresa Trevino, his use of her surname in accordance with
traditional Spanish custom would seem perfectly natural.
A discrepancy appears, however, in Chacon's certificate of baptism
1. Pruebas de Caballero, Military Order of Santiago, Jose Chacon, 1680, expediente
nurnero 2309, folio 279, Archivo Historico Nacional, Madrid, Spain.
2. Alberto and Arturo Garcia Carraffa, Diccionario Hera/dica y Geneo/6gica Hispanoamericana (88 vols., Madrid: Irnprenta Antonio Marzo, 1919-1963), 26: 4-5.
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included in folio 279 of his pruebas or examination to enter the prestigious military Order of Santiago:

In Seville, on Sunday the fourth of March in the year one thousand,
six hundred and sixty-eight, I the licenciado Alonso Gomez de Carbajo, vice benificado and priest of this church of our Lord San Juan
de la Palma of this city, baptised Joseph Chac6n, son of Gonzalo
Medina y Salazar, knight of the Order of Calatrava, and of dona
Francisca de Medina y Salazar his legitimate wife ... 3
Apparently here the father of Joseph (Jose) Chac6n was using the
surname of his wife dona Francisca Medina y Salazar, only child and
heiress to her deceased father's considerable estate. Indeed there is no
doubt of this for Francisca's mother in the marriage agreement between
Jose's parents states that
. . . the said dona Francisca Bernarda de Medina Salazar, only child
and heiress to my aforementioned husband, her father, upon whose
death she succeeded him and his estate, I hereby do state that the
said gentleman don Gonzalo Chac6n de Narbaez is to uselhe name
of Medina y Salazar and his coat of arms because the aforementioned foundation so disposes. 4
The substitution of Narbaez for Trevino is also confusing, but it is
possible that in this case Jose's father had elected to use the surname
that several of his ancestors had preserved from generation to generation. The coat of arms that dona Francisca's mother is referring to is
the traditional Medina family red lion on a gold background that Gonzalo Chac6n would use in addition to the Chac6n arms. The latter
consists of four parts; the first and the fourth with a black wolf on a
silver background, and the second and third a gold fleur-de-lis on a
sky blue background. The Chac6n coat of arms still adorns the hallways
of the cabildo (town hall) and the Alh6ndiga (grain exchange of Seville)
as well as the old gateway to the city of Jerez. 5
The Chac6n and Medina y Salazar families had a long tradition of
faithful service to the Crown of Castile in the wars against the Moors.
There is documented evidence that the Chac6ns participated actively
in the reconquest of Spain as early as the fourteenth century. They
belonged to the warrior nobility that supplied so well the officer corps
3. Pruebas de Caballero, folio 279.
4. Pruebas de Caballero, folio 317.
5. Garcia Carraffa, Diccionario, 26: 4-5.
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of the Castilian monarchs during the centuries of warfare conducted
against the Muslim invaders. Genealogists, however, cannot seem to
agree as to whether the name had its roots in Galicia or in the kingdom
of Navarre. According to Julio Atienza in Nobiliario Espanol, Diccionario
Hertildico de Apellidos espanoles y de titulos nobilarios, the name is of Galician origin and a branch of the family emigrated to Cuba. 6
On the other hand, the Garcia Carraffas state that the first Navarrese caballero of the Chacon lineage known to have crossed over
into Castile was one Gonzalo Iniguez Chacon, head of the family in
Navarre who was granted an encomienda in the Order of Santiago in
1331. One of his grandsons was Domingo Hernandez Chacon who
married dona Maria Ruiz de Narvaez in the city of Baeza in 1397. They
were the parents of Sanchez and Gonzalo Chacon. This Gonzalo served
in the army of don Fernando de Trastamara, popularly known as "el
de Antequera" because he captured that stronghold from the Moors.
Gonzalo himself came to be called the conquistador de Antequera and
some of his descendants used that as a title. Later several caballeros
(knights) called Chacon crossed over to the Indies where they served
with distinction. 7 Thus when Chacon was named governor of New
Mexico in 1705, he continued the family tradition. His departure to
serve on a distant frontier was consistent with a part of his heritage
that had been handed down through generations from father to son.
The use of a variety of second surnames by Gonzalo, father of
Jose, obviously could be confusing to genealogists. It certainly was in
the case of the Garcia Carraffas when determining who the first Marques de la Penuela was. They state that don Gonzalo Chacon married
dona Francisca Medina y Salazar and by their marriage had seven
children: Gonzalo, Joseph (Jose), Fernando, Tomas, Ignacio, Francisco,
and Maria de las Mercedes. 8 Therefore Jose was their second son. He
and his brother Fernando became caballeros of the Order of Santiago
while Tomas joined the Order of Calatrava on September 23, 1705.
They then state:
... the first [son], Gonzalo Chacon Medina y Salazar, born in
Seville, became the Marques de la Penuela, by royal decree of
December 7, 1692.
6. Julio de Atienza, Nobiliario Espanol, Diccionario Heraldico de Apellidos espanoles y de
titulos nobiliarios (Madrid: Aguilar, 1954), 329.
7. Garda Carraffa, Diccionario, 26: 4-5.
8. Ibid.
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Although somewhat less explicit, this information also appears in
the work by Atienza, Nobiliario EspaflOl. 9
Thus, according to these sources, the eldest son of Gonzalo Chacon
Trevifio and Francisca Medina y Salazar was awarded the title of first
Marques de la Pefiuela. A few years later, however, in 1707, their second
son Jose appears in New Mexico signing all of his correspondence as
the "Marques de la Pefiuela" and being addressed as such by Viceroy
Duke .of Alburquerque and all other officials and subordinates. With
this information one might be led to believe that possibly Gonzalo
Chacon Medina y Salazar-the elder brother-had either renounced
the title or died without leaving any children to inherit his estate and
title of nobility.
Fortunately the royal decree dated December 7, 1692, whereby the
title of Marques de la Pefiuela is bestowed on Admiral don Gonzalo
Chacon de Medina y Salazar also lists the many services and feats of
arms that he had performed in the service of the Crown. A simple
comparison of the dates cited herein is sufficient to prove that the
document is referring to Jose's father and not his elder brother. Many
of the events described occurred long before 1665 when Gonzalo and
Francisca were married. Actually the information contained in the above
document gives much more direct information concerning the life of
Gonzalo than that which is available on the youthful years of his son
Jose. w
.
Jose's father served the Crown for many years in numerous capacities that showed that the Chacon family had not lost the warrior
traits developed by past generations of soldiers who had fought in the
wars of the reconquest. He participated in the long conflict against
France that developed out of the 1640 revolt of Catalonia and Portugal
against the Spanish Crown and was in the army of Philip IV that
decisively defeated the French forces under Count Harcourt in November 1646.
Later he was assigned to Italy during the revolt of the kingdom
of Naples in the summer of 1647 and served with distinction in several
engagements in 1648. Transferred to sea duty in 1653, he made a voyage
to the Indies as Capitan de Mar y Guerra in command of the tender La
Margarita. Two years later he commanded the ship Pur de Mar in the
9. Atienza, Nobiliario Espanol, 927.
10. "Titulo de marques de la Penuela a don Gonzalo Chacon Medina y Salazar para
si, sus herederos y subcesores," December 7, 1692, legajo 8975, number 57, Archivo
Historico Nacional, Madrid, Spain. The title is Marques de /a Penuela and not las Penuelas
as is sometimes stated erroneously.
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fleet of General don Pablo de Contreras with the mission of protecting
the treasure galleons from the English fleet. 11
Assigned to the army once again, in 1657 Gonzalo fought in several
battles along the Portuguese border and was taken prisoner at Elvas.
After the signing of the Peace of the Pyrenees which ended the war
between France and Spain, Gonzalo served continuously at sea. On
September 7, 1667, he was appointed Admiral of the [lata de galeanes
(treasure fleet) and continued in that capacity until at least the year
1689. 12
In contrast to his father, there is little information available on Jose
Chacon's early years. Very probably he spent most of his time in Seville
where the family home was established. Gonzalo Chacon was away
continuously for long periods of time in the king's service and very
likely his exploits served to draw young Jose towards a similar career.
It was a custom among Spanish noble families to have their male
members enter one of the three military orders of Santiago, Calatrava
or Alcantara. Founded in the Middle Ages to defend the Church and
Crown against the Moorish invaders, these organizations had evolved
by the seventeenth century into highly prestigious social fraternities.
Their members were required to take special vows to help one another
and defend the Catholic faith. Above all, they had to be descended
from families of pure Christian blood with no taint of Jewish background or heresy.
Both the Chacon and Medina y Salazar families had made a tradition of having their young men join either the Order of Santiago or
the Order of Calatrava. Therefore, on January 19, 1680, possibly on
Jose's twelfth birthday, proceedings were opened by the corresponding
tribunal to h~st him prior to approving his admittance into the military
Order of Santiago. After the usual lengthy investigation conducted by
special magistrates who questioned numerous witnesses to determine
the authenticity of his noble and Christian forebears, Jose was formally
sworn into the Order on May 9, 1680. 13
The following years of Jose's life went by in relative obscurity. Very
probably he followed in his father's footsteps, serving in the king's
ships and possibly even making an occasional voyage aboard vessels
commanded by Gonzalo. The records show that by 1705 Jose possessed
the rank of Admiral. He had also married and had three small children.
Gonzalo died before 1706, as in that year Jose is addressed as the
11. Ibid.
12. Ibid.

13. Pruebas de Caballero, folio 317.
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"Marques de la Penuela," obviously having inherited the title. No mention is made of his older brother Gonzalo, but he too must have passed
away prior to 1706 as he did not inherit the title of marquis. 14
Chacon was formally designated as governor of New Mexico by
royal decree of March 14, 1705, with an annual salary of two thousand
pesos. In accordance with protocol he swore to serve faithfully and
defend the realm to the last drop of blood if necessary. 15 It was too late
in the year to obtain passage on one of the ships sailing in the yearly
convoy to the Indies, and the Spanish War of Succession then raging
on land and sea precluded any possibility of embarking in a vessel that
did not have proper protection. The Bourbon Philip V had signed
Chacon's appointment, and the English fleet supporting the other pretender to the Spanish throne, Archduke Charles of Hapsburg, was
doing its best to intercept shipping between Spain and her American
colonies.
Over twenty-eight months were to pass before Chacon could finally take possession of the Governor's Palace in Santa Fe as the next
fleet would not sail until the following March. And this was only the
first part of the journey for the overland trip from Mexico City to Santa
Fe via Nueva Vizcaya took many more months.
During the interval of waiting in Spain the new governor's time
was surely taken up with all the many preparations that a person of
his social position needed to handle before undertaking such a long
and important journey. For one thing, he had to obtain royal permission
to take with him four male servants, four maids, and a black slave.
The law required proof that none of these persons was wanted by the
justice or was married and leaving a spouse and family behind. The
Marques himself had to request official certification stating that all of
his legal matters had been settled satisfactorily.16 In regard to the governorship itself, on April 21, 1705, Chacon addressed a formal petition
to the King requesting permission to appoint new officers to the Santa
Fe garrison in case there were any vacancies that needed to be filled. 17
Naturally it was understood that any such designations would need
the final confirmation of the viceroy in Mexico City.
Finally in early March 1706, after many long months of waiting,
14. "Jose Chacon Medina y Salazar, Caballero of the Order of Santiago, Marques
de la Penuela," March 2, 1706, Contratacion number 5463, ramo 29, Archivo General de
lndias, Seville, Spain.
15. Guadalajara 129, March 14, 1705, Archivo General de lndias, Seville, Spain.
16. Chacon, March 2, 1706, Contratacion 5463, ramo 29, Archivo General de lndias.
17. Jose Chacon to Consejo de lndias, April 21, 1705, Guadalajara 142, Archivo
General de lndias.
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the Marques de la Penuela with his family and servants embarked in
the fleet that was making ready to leave Cadiz. On March 10 twentysix galleons and warships under the command of Generals Diego and
Jose Fernandez de Santillan sailed for Cartagena de Indias and Vera
Cruz. The crossing was successful and none of the vessels was lost or
suffered damage due to storms or the enemy in spite of the fact that
they narrowly missed running across a powerful British squadron commanded by Sir John Leake. On April 27 the fleet arrived safely at
Cartagena de Indias and shortly afterwards the Marques de la Penuela
continued on to Vera Cruz aboard one of the ships bound for that port.
Ahead lay the long overland journey to Santa Fe via Mexico City and
Nueva Vizcaya. 18 A prolonged drought which lasted from 1698 to 1704
had caused extreme hardship and actual starvation among settlers and
Indians alike. Predatory bands of Apaches and Navajos constantly
attacked the Spanish ranches, farms and settlements, and the poorly
paid and underequipped soldiers scattered throughout the province
could not seem to cope with them. 19
The first problem to be solved had been the designation of a new
governor. Prior to the reconquest the governors were appointed directly by the viceroy, but beginning with Vargas, they received their
appointments directly from the king. The viceroy could only make
provisional, or interim, appointments when a governor died in office
or resigned. 20 Although the viceroy's appointment in theory could be
confirmed afterwards from Madrid, it is obvious that due to the distances involved and the lack of rapid communications, confusing situations could take place whereby two governors were named at the
same time: an acting governor appointed in Mexico and a permanent
one designated in Spain. This is what apparently took place in 1705
when Viceroy Francisco Fernandez de la Cueva, Duke of Alburquerque,
named Francisco Cuervo y Valdes acting governor, for he took possession of the office in March, the same month Chacon received his
royal appointment in Spain.
Governor Cuervo had his hands full from the beginning. In the
first place the recently conquered Pueblo Indians were restless and
might attempt another revolt. In 1702, rumors of unrest and a con18. Chacon, March 2, 1706, Contratacion 5463, ramo 29, Archivo General de Indias;
Geoffrey J. Walker, PoUtica espanola y comercio colonial 1700-1789 (Barcelona: Editorial Ariel,
1979), SO-51.
19. Marc Simmons, "Governor Cuervo and the Beginnings of Albuquerque: Another
Look," New Mexico Historical Review, 55 (July 1980), 194.
20. Ibid., 205.
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spiracy at the pueblos of Acoma, Laguna, and Zuni had prompted
Governor Pedro Rodriguez Cubero to send Captain Juan de Uribarri
with a detachment of soldiers to investigate the situation and pacify
the Indians. However, he reported that the natives were peacefully
inclined and displayed no warlike intentions, protesting their willingness to remain loyal subjects of the Crown and fulfill their Christian
obligations. 2\
But the following year the Zunis did revolt, killing three Spanish
settlers who had been sent to live near them. Afterwards the entire
Zuni population fled to the top of Taaiyalone Mesa. It remained for
Cuervo to send a priest in 1705 who talked them into abandoning their
mesa top refuge and returning to their pueblo. 22
Cuervo also initiated a broad policy of friendship to gain the cooperation of the Pueblo Indians, touring their villages and speaking to
them in conciliatory terms. On January 6, 1706, he addressed a large
group of their leaders and introduced the new Protector General Captain Alfonso Rael de Aguilar to them. All of the tribes except the Hopis
had sent representatives and one of these leaders was Domingo Romero Yuguaque, governor of the pueblo of Tesuque and "captain mayor
de la guerra" of all the "Christian" Indians of New Mexico. He acted
as int~rpreter, thanks to his command of Spanish, and transmitted the
friendly intentions of the governor to the Indians who pledged support
against the Apaches. 23
However, the Hopis continued to refuse to have anything to do
with the Spaniards. When the town of Awatobi in 1700 acceded to allow
the Franciscans to reestablish their mission, the rest of the towns united
and sent a war party under the command of Espeleta, war captain of
Oraibi. They destroyed the mission and the town of Awatobi, killing
the missionaries and most of the male inhabitants. The women and
children were distributed among the other Hopi towns and henceforth
none of the tribe dared to admit missionaries or any other Spaniards.
On the contrary, numerous Pueblo Indians, fleeing the Spaniards, found
refuge among the Hopis who constituted a perpetual source of resistance to Spanish control.
The authorities in Santa Fe were greatly concerned, and repeatedly
21. Juan de Uribarri to Pedro Rodriguez Cubero, March 4-6, 1702, roll 3, frames
760-763, Spanish Archives of New Mexico, State Records Center and Archives, Santa
Fe, New Mexico (hereafter SANM).
22. Frederick Webb Hodge, Handbook of American Indums North of Mexico (2 vols.,
Totowa, New Jersey: Rowman and Littlefield, 1975), 2: 1018.
23. Edward P. Dozier, The Pueblo Indians of North America (New York: Holt, Rinehart
& Winston, 1970), 72.
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made efforts to reduce them, but to no avail. Cuervo led an army against
the Hopis in September and October of 1706 and in his reports speaks
of four "victories." However, one suspects that these were limited to
burning Hopi cornfields and capturing or killing a few unfortunate
souls who happened to be in the fields at the time and could not make
it back to the mesa tops. And this was the situation in New Mexico on
July 30, 1707, when a delegation of soldiers and officers sallied forth
from the villa of Alburquerque to welcome Chacon who had finally
arrived to relieve Cuervo. 24
Cuervo could not have been very pleased to see the Marques. He
had obviously hoped to have his own appointment confirmed by the
king in Madrid and had worked hard to get it, pacifying the Pueblo
Indians, fighting the Apache and even founding the new villa of AIburquerque, named for the viceroy. But his relationship with his officers
and soldiers was not very satisfactory. He had suspected at least some
of the men of stealing his horses and they in turn were not happy with
the way he had kept their pay accounts.
One of the reasons for the encounter with the new governor was
the desire of the presidiales to inform him that they meant to demand
a special meeting with Cuervo in order to straighten out the numerous
irregularities concerning their pay that had taken place during his
tenure. Above all the men requested that the outgoing governor not
be permitted to leave the province until they could hold a public settlement of their accounts with him. On August 1 the Marques granted
their petition, and a meeting was held between Cuervo and the members of the garrison in the presence of most of the leading citizens of
the province; generals Antonio Valverde and Juan Paez Hurtado, as
well as several of the Franciscan friars. 25
Apparently Cuervo, like many other officials in his situation, had
discovered that the budget allotted the province by the Real Hacienda
was totally insufficient. Possibly he advanced money out of his own
pocket to cover certain emergencies. In any case, judging from the
accusations of the officers and men, he had probably resorted to the
classic practice of paying the soldiers in commodities instead of silver
coin, and the value of these was considerably less than their assigned
salaries. The difference went into the governor's pocket. This became
a standard practice among most officials from the viceroy down and
24. Francisco Cuervo y Valdes v. the Marques de la Penuela, October 29-November
8, 1710, roll 4, frames 244-93, SANM.
25. Ibid.
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was known as the quite. 26 In regard to the particular case of Cuervo,
he may not have covered up the difference in his account books. However, the public settlement that finally did take place was not officially
sanctioned by a notary public and although Cuervo acceded to the
demands of the presidiales, he later refused to acknowledge them when
the report reached the Real Hacienda in Mexico City. He became quite
bitter over the whole affair and accused the Marques de la Pefmela of
siding with the soldiers in a confabulation against him. 27
The governor of the province was responsible for the moral behavior and well-being of the king's subjects and the Marques lost no
time in asserting his authority. On August 31, 1707, barely a month
after taking office, he issued a bando (edict) declaring that one of the
principal vices in the province was gambling which resulted in an
increase in theft, probably to payoff loans and recuperate losses. Chacon declared that the practice was so widespread that it had resulted
in a general degradation of Christian moral:
from which bad consequences are derived; theft, swearing, blasphemies, and many other sins, greatly offending God, our Lord,
and breaking His most holy precepts. 28
The governors of New Mexico had to face the chronic problem of
illegal trade carried on by the settlers with the nomadic Indians. A
typical complaint was one registered by the cabildo of Santa Fe on
November 26, 1703, during the second term of Governor Vargas, stating
that the settlers were using horses to purchase slaves from the Jicarilla
Apaches, and that there were no colts left because they had been paying
two to three animals for a girl captive. 29 The Marques encountered the
same problem a few years later and on August 11, 1707, he published
a bando forbidding the sale of horses from the royal herd, stating clearly
that the very members of the Santa Fe garrison were guilty of this
crime. The edict was duly announced in the jurisdictions of Santa Fe,
Santa Cruz, Alburquerque, Taos, Jemez, and Pecos and specified that
Spanish transgressors would be exiled to Zuni for two years. If the
26. Max L. Moorhead, The Presidio, Bastion of the Spanish Borderlands (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1975), 34-35.
27. Cuervo v. Marques de la Penuela, October 29-November 8, 1710, roll 4, frames
244-93, SANM; investigation of Cuervo, roll 4, frames 546-614, SANM..
28. Marques de la Penuela, bando, August 31, 1707, roll 4, frames 18-19, SANM.
29. Cabildo of Santa Fe to Pedro Rodriguez Cubero, November 26, 1703, roll 3,
frames 823-28, SANM.
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trader was a Pueblo Indian he could expect to receive up to one hundred
lashes. 30
However, the problem of the illegal sale of horses and mules to
the Indians continued, and in May of the following year the Marques
found it necessary to publish another bando in which he expressed
himself in stronger terms. The governor stated his concern for the
defense of the borderland provinces of Nueva Galicia, Nueva Vizcaya,
and New Mexico, which depended for their protection on an adequate
number of horses available for the militia. On this occasion he said
that under no circumstances was anyone-including officers and mento touch an animal from the royal horse herd without his express
permission. Furthermore any member of the military caught trading
horses would be executed immediately. If the transgressor was a civilian
he would be fined one hundred pesos and sentenced to fifty days in
the calabozo. Signed by the governor and secretary of war and government Gaspar Gutierrez de los Rios, this second bando was published
in the alcaldias of the province in May 1708. 31
The principal problem that the Marques de la Peftuela faced, however, was the protection of the province against roving bands of Apaches
and Navajos who continued to carry out devastating raids against
farms, settlements, and Pueblo Indian towns. Surely it must have come
as somewhat of a shock for this officer from Peninsular Spain to discover
the caliber of the army with which he was expected to defend New
Mexico. For these soldiers who served on New Spain's northern frontier formed a unique segment of the Spanish armed forces, quite different from either the regular army or the civilian militia. Their general
lack of discipline and formal military training dismayed those regular
army officers that came in contact with them. For example, in July 1708,
lack of discipline in the ranks of the Santa Fe garrison had become so
blatant that the Marques found it necessary to publish a bando, warning
all concerned that if the current disobedience of orders continued, he
would be forced to declare all transgressors traitors to their king and
have them expelled from the army forever. 32 This threat was more
serious than one might believe, because in spite of the precarious
conditions under which a presidial soldier was forced to live, this
service offered one of the few possibilities of subsistence on the frontier.
The Viceroy, Duke of Alburquerque, maintained a copious correspondence with Chacon, above all in matters referring to relations with
30. Marques de la Penuela, bando, August 11, 1707, roll 4, frames 11-15, SANM.
31. Marques de la Penuela, May 6, 1708, roll 4, frames 71-73, SANM.
32. Marques de la Penuela, July 11-13, 1708, roll 4, frames 138-41, SANM.
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the Indians. He was conscious of the need to gain the friendship and
alliance of the Pueblo Indians in order to defend the province effectively
against the Apaches and the Navajos. On July 7, 1708, the duke wrote
the governor, ordering hiin to protect these Native Americans against
the soldiers and the settlers because he had discovered that they had
suffered "many extortions in their women and daughters ... taking
from them what they have and not allowing them to plant and harvest
their crops ..." He instructed the Marques to attend "all the Indians
and not allow any Presidial or settler to cause them harm and to punish
anyone who did SO."33 On December 4 the viceroy wrote again insisting
that the Marques do everything in his power to cultivate the alliance
of the Pueblos. 34
Another point of friction in the relations with the Pueblo Indians
was the matter of personal services which they were forced to perform
without remuneration, a custom that had survived from the seventeenth century and which was very difficult to suppress in spite of the
good intentions of officials like the Duke of Alburquerque. He frequently received reports from the Franciscan friars denouncing these
abuses. Although the friars did not actually name Chacon, it is possible
that he had continued the established practice of using Indians to
perform personal services. At any rate, in a report sent to the viceroy
in 1709, the friars informed him that the Indians were forced to go to
the governor's palace and perform personal services and that every
year in their towns they had to plant an allotted area in wheat and
com for the governor and the alcaldes mayores. They then had to
harvest the crop and transport it to these officers' storerooms. The
viceroy indicated to Chacon that, due to this massive employment of
the Indians, their own fields were not attended properly and that the
economy of the province was suffering because of it. 35
In his instructions the viceroy emphasized that the services performed by the Indians had to be voluntary and remunerated. Since
one of the principal transgressors was alcalde mayor Martin Garcia,
the governor was ordered to fine him two thousand pesos, and at the
same time the viceroy pointed out that it was precisely the provincial
officials who were responsible for making sure that the Indians did not
33. Duke of Alburquerque to .Marques de la Penuela, July 7, 1708, roll 4, frames
149-50, SANM.
34. Duke of Alburquerque to Marques de la Penuela, December 4, 1708, roll 4,
frames 149-50, SANM.
35. Fray Juan de la Pena to Duke of Alburquerque and viceroy to custodio, May 18,
September 6, 1709, box 25, 488.2, Instituto de Investigaciones Bibliograficas, Archivo
Franciscano, Mexico City.
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receive this type of abuse. 36 In general, during the administration of
the Marques de la Penuela, there was a notable tendency on the part
of viceroy and governor to improve relations with the Pueblo Indians.
At the same time, the latter did not hesitate to present their complaints
against the Spanish settlers to the very highest authority available.
Numerous protests were registered, such as when the Indians of
San Juan Pueblo complained to the governor about the ill-treatment
they had received from Maestre de Campo Roque Madrid, who actually
was forced to defend himself against the charges of abuse and extortion. 37 However, the most outstanding case that occurred during Chacon's tenure was when seven soldiers were tried for a crime committed
in the town of Santa Maria del Galisteo, in which several Indians were
so seriously abused that one died. Pablo de la Cruz and Juan Nicolas,
leading headmen of Galisteo, went to the governor and lodged a formal
denunciation which resulted in a lengthy trial, lasting from May 23 to
November 16, 1710. It is interesting to note that in this particular case
prosecuting judge don Antonio Espinosa, member of the" Order of
Santiago, displayed unusual severity in dealing with the defendents
and had them arrested and thrown into the calabozo.
The charges brought against these individuals are especially revealing as they describe the type of person who frequently served in
the frontier army and made it extremely difficult to carry out the noble
intentions of persons like the Duke of Alburquerque and the Marques
de la Penuela. The most serious charge of all was that which was
brought against the soldier Cristobal Lucero who "knife slashed the
head of the Indian Joseph and caused his death." The soldiers tried to
explain that the Indian's death was caused by "indigestion produced
from eating deer blood mixed with flour." On this occasion, however,
the judge refused to accept such an obviously ridiculous explanation
and continued with the hearing, charging the defendants with having
committed numerous outrages against the hapless natives; "terrible
abuses not only in contempt of justice ... but also to the detriment
of the two Majesties" (Church and Crown).
Soldier Martin Parsias was accused of having tied and hung up
the Indian Francisco Pablo so that his companion Lorenzo Rodriguez
could whip him. The judge pointed out very clearly the concern of the
authorities with this type of incident which, above all, antagonized the
36. Duke of Alburquerque to Marques de la Penuela, May 1709, roll 4, frames 15759, SANM.
37. Indians of San Juan Pueblo to Marques de la Penuela, December 29, 1707, roll
4, frames 67-70, SANM.
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Pueblo Indians, and produced the consequent danger of them organizing another revolt against the Spaniards. 38
Although Judge Espinosa stated that Lucero deserved the death
penalty for having killed the Indian Joseph, in the end the sentences
were actually light. In any event, the fact remains that these were
Spanish soldiers being tried for crimes committed against Indians which,
in itself, is something that rarely occurred among Europeans dealing
with Native Americans.
Undoubtedly a strong motivation for such a gesture of justice was
the concern of the Spanish authorities to maintain peace and harmony
in the province, and their conviction that the way to obtain this was
to respect the rights of their natural allies against the nomadic tribes.
Soldiers Miguel Duran, Alonso Garda, and Lorenzo Rodriguez were
acquitted, although at the same time they were notified that they were
to:
treat the Indians well and should not subject them to the vexations
and abuses for which you have been accused ... or you will be
sentenced to six years of prison which will be irremediably executed if you infringe this order. 39
Lucero, accused of murder, was sentenced to four years of service
in the Castillo y Real Fuerza de San Juan de Ulua and Martin Garda,
already fined for having forced Indians to perform personal services,
was sent to the frontier of Sonora to serve in the campania volante at
Santa Rosa de Corodoguachi, commanded by Captain don Gregorio
Alvarez. 40
Another source of concern to the Marques was the illegal purchase
and sale of Indian captives. Many of the important families of New
Mexico took part in this lucrative trade. Especially active were the
Tafoya brothers, Juan and Cristobal. They considered that their interests were endangered by the efforts of the governor to suppress the
trade which, of course, was clearly linked to the illegal sale of horses
by the settlers.
Friction developed between the Marques and the Tafoyas. Juan
and Cristobal managed to travel to Mexico City where they charged
that the governor himself was participating in the illegal slave trade.
As a result the Marques was forced to defend himself against their
accusations, and in a long dispatch to the viceroy dated March 16, 1709,
38. Cabildo of Santa Fe, May 23-November 6, 1710, roll 4, frames 217-27, SANM.
39. Ibid.
40. Ibid.
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he explained that Cristobal and Juan Tafoya were "vile and low quality
persons" and kept for themselves captives acquired from the Apaches,
Utes, and Comanches. Furthermore, he completely denied the charges,
stating that the few captives he had acquired had been assigned to
Spanish settlers who gave them "the education, and upbringing that
is most suitable for them and your Lordship knows that I have not
sold or permitted anyone to sell [lndians]."41 He also went into detail
describing how he and his alcaldes mayoreshad tried to suppress the
illegal purchase of the so-called piezas de indias (Indians), but that the
trade was deeply rooted among the settlers of New Mexico, who every
year managed to remove from the province numerous slaves who were
then sold in places as far away as Sonora.
The Marques also indicated that besides the Tafoyas, Captain Antonio Montoya and the whole Martinez family, as well as all the settlers
of Santa Cruz de la Canada, purchased and sold Indian captives on a
large scale. The hacienda of Sebastian Martin served as a point of
reunion with the nomadic Indians who brought in prisoners captured
in faraway places. Royal regulations stipulated that these captives were
supposed to be ransomed by the governor, who was to assign them
to special settlements where they could be educated in the Christian
faith, taught Spanish and incorporated into the provincial society as
genizaros. This process could also be accomplished by assigning the
captives to certain families or individuals whose mission it was to make
sure that the regulations were followed. Under no circumstances were
the captives to be mistreated or resold.
Throughout his administration, the Marques de la Penuela did his
best to fight against the illegal purchase of Indians, as his bando dated
August 5, 1711, so well expresses. In it he states that he had been
informed that several Christian and pagan Indians had been brought
to the town of Pecos and sold to some Spanish settlers. He granted a
period of fifteen days for the settlers to deliver the captives to competent
authorities so that a determination could be made as to their dispositionY
One of the first experiences that the Marques had with the officers
of the provincial garrison was at a council of war, held in October 1707
to determine what action to take regarding the numerous Apache raids
that had taken place in the EI Paso jurisdiction. Attending the meeting
41. Tafoyas v. Marques de la Penuela, March 16, 1709, box 25, 488.2, 1-6, Instituto
de Investigaciones Bibliograficas, Archivo Franciscano, Mexico City.
42. Joseph Chacon Medina Salazar y Villasenor, banda, August 5, 1711, number
35035, Bancroft Library, Berkeley, California.
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were several veterans with considerable experience in frontier warfare,
including former governor Cuervo, Captain Juan de Uribarri, the commander of the EI Paso presidio Antonio Valverde y Cossio, and Felix
Martinez who was in command of the Santa Fe garrison. Also present
was Lieutenant Governor Juan Paez Hurtado.
The governor requested the opinion of each officer and the first
to speak was Paez Hurtado. He stated that the Apaches on numerous
occasions had raided within the El Paso district and had stolen large
numbers of cattle, killing many Spaniards and mission Indians in the
process. He was of the opinion that they should be punished severely
and recommended dividing the Santa Fe garrison of one hundred into
three squadrons of thirty men each, supported by an equal number of
Pueblo Indian auxiliaries. These units were to be prepared to pursue
on a minute's notice any Apache raiding party that appeared. The
remaining soldiers were to stay at the Santa Fe presidio and guard the
villa and royal horse herd which was always vulnerable.
Paez Hurtado also thought that, due to the special characteristics
that military service in New Mexico entailed, the soldiers should be
paid their annual salary in advance in a lump sum instead of by thirds
as was the custom in Nueva Vizcaya. He reasoned that New Mexico
was the most removed of all the frontier provinces and lacked human
and material resources available in other areas. For example, in other
parts of New Spain there were civilians who contributed to the defense
with horses, clothing and food, while in New Mexico the soldiers had
to cover all their own needs. He also indicated that frequently the men
had to sell their horses in order to clothe themselves because the annual
salary of 450 pesos was insufficient to cover the expense of purchasing
their own munition and supporting their families at the same time.
Until the year 1703 the Crown supplied the munitions and a special
ration of meat; the cessation of this aid had naturally produced a negative effect on the average soldier's economy. 43
Valverde, Uribarri, and Cuervo expressed the view that the province was faced with three basic problems: insufficient military supplies,
Apache-Navajo raids, and the source of resistance represented by the
independent Hopis who encouraged the other Pueblo Indians to resist.
Martinez was particularly emphatic in stating that they should be reduced to Spanish control as soon as possible. However, when he became governor a few years later, he discovered how difficult it was to
conquer the Hopis. 44
43. Marques de 1a Peiiuela, auto, October 3, 1707, roll 4, frames 48-61, SANM.
44. Ibid.
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The years 1707 and 1708 saw an increase in raids committed by
hostile Indians. At Cochiti a Navajo war party stole an entire horse
herd belonging to Captain Ignacio Ruibal and another Spaniard. Then
on September 22, 1707, a band of one hundred and fifty mounted Fara6n
Apaches attacked Pecos Pueblo, killing the town governor and two
other inhabitants. In retaliation the Marques ordered Paez Hurtado out
with thirty-five soldiers. Taking one hundred fresh mounts with them,
the Spaniards pursued the Apaches for three days and nights, but the
Indians already had an advantage of more than a day's ride, and the
troops were finally forced to turn back with their horses in such bad
shape that they could not be used again all winter. 45
At a council of war held on December 23, the Duke of Alburquerque
examined the reports sent him by the Marques de la Penuela relating
the sad state of affairs he had found upon his arrival in New Mexico.
Among other things the governor reported that he had been able to
assign only thirty-five men to Paez Hurtado for his campaign against
the Apaches, because there was such a shortage of supplies and weapons in the province that he was unable to equip more men for field
duty. He also noted that although there had been a distribution of
weapons among the settlers previous to his arrival, they still lacked
guns and munitions. The Marques felt that the people were not taking
proper care of their weapons in spite of the fact that Captain Aguiler
had told them that their lives depended on such maintenance. The
governor also reported that during the tenure of Cuervo the settlers
had been instructed to scrap any weapons that were not in proper
working order, and use the metal to manufacture agricultural implements. These had been distributed among the more needy families but
the Marques observed that neither weapons nor implements were to
be found, and that the settlers were requesting new farm implements
and oxen in order to plow their fields. 46 It is quite possible that these
items had been used in trade with the nomadic Indians in much the
same way as the illegal sale of horses previously mentioned.
The governor's problems were compounded by a general lack of
funds for the defense of the frontier during the difficult years of the
War of the Spanish Succession. In a letter to Chacon dated July 4, 1708,
the viceroy informed him that the recent creation of a presidio at Santa
Fe with a garrison of one hundred soldiers instead of the usual fifty,
in addition to the one at £1 Paso del Norte, was costing the Real Ha45. Ibid.

46. Duke of Alburquerque to Marques de la Penuela, December 23, 1707, roll 4,
frames 62-66, SANM.
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cienda 67,500 pesos annually. Therefore, the Marques was requested
to observe strict economy in the provincial expenses and he could
expect no further funds for the moment. 47
In 1709 an increase in Navajo raids forced the Marques to dispatch
a total of six retaliatory expeditions against them. In a report dated
February 21, he described how Juan de Uribarri, alcalde mayor y capitan a guerra of the villa of Santa Cruz, had arrived with a written
message saying that Alferez Jose Trujillo and capitan a guerra Jose
Naranjo had gone in pursuit of a band of Navajos that had just made
off with some horses and cattle. As the majority of the presidiales were
already out on a campaign, the Marques ordered the formation of a
militia unit including Captain Bartolome Cobato, Sergeant Juan Alonso
de Montoya, Jose de Apodaca, Diego Martin and Juan Tafoya. Due to
lack of available horses he ordered the Indian towns of San Ildefonso,
San Juan and Santa Clara to lend their animals. 48
The Navajos did not relent, and after attacking Santa Clara Pueblo
where they killed two men and stole a large number of cattle and
horses, on June 8 they fell on the community of Jemez. This raid was
particularly violent, as the attackers sacked the church and destroyed
the altar, killing one Spaniard and four or five friendly Indians in the
process. Among the defenders there were also several wounded including Uribarri who was shot through the knee. At least two Navajos
were slain by one Jose Griego. The tireless Uribarri was already on the
way to Jemez when he received news of the attack and quickly pushed
on with two soldiers and the barber in case his services were needed
to bleed the wounded. 49
According to Uribarri, in the raid on Jemez and the pursuit that
followed, the Navajos lost a total of around twenty warriors, although
this figure may be somewhat exaggerated. Uribarri immediately organized a patrol which went in search of the enemy. In the Sierra de
Acoma the soldiers ran across a sizeable band of Navajos, including
many women and children. The Indians denied any participation in
the raid on Jemez, and said that the governor of the pueblo of Zia
could verify their innocence.
Uribarri wanted to send the Navajos to Laguna as prisoners of
47. Duke of Alburquerque to Marques de la Penuela, July 4, 1708, roll 4, frames
112-14,SANM.
48. Juan de Uribarri to Marques de la Penuela and orders of governor, June 1709,
box 25,486.13, 101-14, Instituto de Investigaciones Bibliograficas, Archivo Franciscano,
Mexico City.
49. Ibid.
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war. However, Fray Antonio Miranda and the leading men at Acoma
and Laguna informed him that it would be best not to try to reduce
them or cause them any violence as it would only lead to greater
disturbances and difficulties. The officer decided to follow their advice
and continued his campaign, managing to free several Tewa women
from the pueblo of Pojoaque who had been captured by the Navajos.50
There is no evidence that the Marques de la Peftuela ever led any
of these expeditions personally, in contrast to other governors like
Vargas and Cuervo, whose action in the field is well known. However,
Chacon did consult with his officers on numerous occasions and appears to have judiciously followed their advice on those occasions when
his conscience permitted. Obviously his sensitivity and Christian ideals
must have clashed with the rude frontier environment that he encountered. This is noticeable in the way he expressed himself in his
numerous dispatches and letters. An eloquent example are his instructions to Maestre de Campo Roque Madrid who was to lead a campaign
against the Navajos in December 1709. The Marques wrote his officer
that he should use his best judgment in making the necessary military
decisions, but that he was confident that all the men-Spanish militia
and auxiliary Indians-would recite the rosary every evening and that
they would not take the scalps of their enemies, as this was a barbaric
custom unfit for Christians. 51
Shortly before completing his tenure in office-in September 1712the Marques called a meeting of the leading civil and ecclesiastical
authorities to officially institute the feast day of La Conquistadora to
commemorate the anniversary of Vargas' first entry into Santa Fe in
1692. The holy image of Nuestra Senora del Rosario (Our Lady of the
Rosary) was called La Reconquistadora from conquest days, a usage
taken from the reconquest in Spain. The origin of the 28-inch statue
is shrouded in mystery. According to one account, La Conquistadora
was brought from Spain in 1625 by Fray Alonso de Benavides. This
would make it one of the oldest Marian images within the territorial
United States. During the revolt of 1680 it was not damaged, and legend
has it that a woman named ]osefa Lopez Zambrano de Grijalva hid it
under her dress during the flight down the Rio Grande to £1 Paso. 52
There is record of the statue itself and a brotherhood in its honor at
SO. Ibid.
51. Marques de la Penuela to troops, December 8, 1709, roll 4, frames 163-65,
SANM.
52. Carlos M. Fernandez Shaw, Los espaiioles en 105 Estados Unidos (Madrid: Ediciones
de Cultura Hispanica, 1972), 423.

EDWARD K. FLAGLER

475

Real Lorenzo in the 1680s, after the retreat of the Spanish settlers
following the Pueblo Indian revolt. The statue was brought back to
Santa Fe in an enclosed wagon by Vargas in 1693. 53
Due to the unstable situation and the problems involved in reestablishing Spanish control over the province, the traditional observances in honor of La Conquistadora seem to have lapsed somewhat.
Indeed in 1712, Governor Chacon observed that in the previous twenty
years there had been no proper observance of the Reconquest or honor
paid to the Virgin who had led the Spaniards to victory. In view of this
he decided to take action and met with Custodio Fray Antonio Camargo, Captain Martinez, and Lieutenant Governor Paez Hurtado.
Their intention was to declare September 14 as an official feast day to
honor La Conquistadora. Due to the heavy rains that began to fall the
night of September 13, however, celebration had to be postponed until
the 16th, when it was finally held in the home of Paez Hurtado instead
of the town hall, because the latter had been badly damaged by water.
Because the 14th had already passed, it was decided to celebrate a mass
and procession on the 17th. Thus the Marques was instrumental in
initiating the event which has been celebrated in Santa Fe annually
during the month of September as the fiestas. 54
In October 1712, Juan Ignacio Flores Mogollon took possession of
the governorship of New Mexico and Jose Chacon Medina y Salazar,
Marques de la Penuela, disappeared from history. To date, no further
mention of him has been found. Possibly he returned to Seville. Unfortunately, church records referring. to the Chacon family were destroyed in Seville during the Spanish Civil War of 1936-1939. According
to Atienza, he left no descendants. Therefore his three children must
have died before he did. 55
Chacon left behind him a province with many of the same problems he encountered when he took office. He accomplished little else
than to hold the line of defense of New Mexico, and his administration
can be classified as average. He did, however, work in rather close
harmony with the Viceroy, Duke of Alburquerque, until the latter was
replaced in 1711, especially in the task of trying to improve relations
with the Pueblo Indians at a crucial time. The fact that his tenure lasted
five years contributed to the stability of the province .
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Spain (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1979), 160.
54. Marques de la Peiluela, Santa Fe, September 16, 1712, roll 4, frames 645-47,
SANM.
55. Atienza, Nobiliario Espanol, 927.

